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It,”follows that further rad~ologi.c safety

;J* ‘ IOf workers from over-e~osure is unnecessary
.:, ” period. “ ,. ,,

work for the protection
during this intervening

,,
,“
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* With regard to the protection of responraible parttes from law
‘ l“ suits on accouut of fancied radiation injury, the following may be
.!. said. Ileither the use of film badges nor any bther method can pro-
, vide.absolute proof that an over-exposure could not have oocurred. ‘
, ; A man can always olati that he had forgotten to wearhi.s film badge ,

when his presumed over-exposure occurred. The evidence ~hat ha&? already been accumulated provides a strong”practfcal defense against ‘,. !,
k ~. .a otiti of over-e~osures -The collection of additional data wouM -..

add ~itt3.e to the itrength of the defense~ and CZOUl~in no way Pro- .
vide an absolute proof. It 3s believed that the slight advantage of
gathering additional data Is far outweighed by the psychological dia- “
advantage associated with the issue of film badges, .as,mentioned h
the preceding report by Cooney and Aeby. -.,

/ ~, :. Xt h,as, therefor~, been decided to terminate the Use o? film
#

f
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badges and to terminate the full time position of Ilniwetok Radiologic
E Safety Representative of *he Los Alamos $cientlfic Laboratory.—.-
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